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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Applicant's response to non-final rejection, filed February 12, 2008 has been 
entered. The amendnnents and arguments have been fully considered. Claims 1-12, 
16, 17, 19-30, 34-45, 49 and 50 are currently pending. The rejections are as stated 
below. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 



2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or deschbed as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the phor art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 148 
USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

4. Claims 1, 5-8, 16, 19, 23-26 and 34, 38-41 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over Hyde, Jr., U.S. Patent No. 6,038,553, in view of Cahill et al.. 
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U.S. Patent No. 5,678,046, and further in view of Ozal<i et al., U.S. Patent No. 
5,933,478. 

Claims 1, 16, 19, 34, Hyde teaclies a system and metliod of casliing cliecl<s 
witliout liuman intervention, comprising receiving a cliecl< from a user at an automatic 
teller machine (column 4 lines 52-57), scanning the check to generate an image 
(column 5 lines 3-6), transmitting the image to a financial institution data processing 
system (column 5 lines 3-6), performing a transaction involving the check at the 
financial institution data processing system to generate a transaction result (column 5 
lines 15-23), and transmitting the transaction result to the automatic teller machine 
(column 6 lines 27-32). 

Claims 7, 8, 35, 36, 40, 41 , Hyde further teaches capturing an image of a user at 
an automatic teller machine and stores the information along with both sides of the 
scanned check within the check cashing database. 

Hyde fails to teach transmitting the image of the checks, the image of the user, 
and the transaction result. 

Cahill discloses a system and method for distributing electronic check images to 
a user. Cahill teaches check images are faxed to a payee's fax machine (column 7 line 
64 - column 8 line 5). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the Applicant's invention to modify the teachings of Hyde to include sending 
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the check cashing data captured according to Hyde from the ATM to the user's fax 
machine because Cahill details the reasons it is desirable to archive electronic versions 
of checks, and the method taught by Cahill is "a significant improvement in the time it 
takes to prepare correspondence and send it to a payee" (column 8 lines 3-5). It would 
be an obvious next step to include the user picture which is stored along with the check 
images because of the security benefits attained by maintaining the user's image. 

Hyde and Cahill fail to teach transmitting the image and the transaction result to 
a mobile device associated with the user. 

Ozaki discloses a system and method for receiving fax image data on a handheld 
device from a communication server. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time of the Applicant's invention to modify the teachings of Hyde 
and Cahill to include receiving the images on a handheld device because such a 
combination would yield predictable results. 

Claims 5, 6, 23, 34, 38, 39, Sending statements to an account holder, as taught 
by Cahill, is considered sending an alert for the transaction, including identification of 
the transaction, and the account being updated based upon the transaction result. A 
statement is known to include transactions completed within the timeframe of the 
statement. Furthermore, it is old and well known that if the account has multiple names 
associated therewith, the statement will be sent to all accountholders. 
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5. Claims 2-4, 20-22, 35-37, 49, and 50 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Hyde, Jr., Cahill et al., and Ozaki et al., as cited above, and 
further in view of "The XML Files". 

Hyde, Cahill, and Ozaki fail to teach importing the image and transaction result 
into an end user financial program. 

"The XML Files" discloses receiving a bank statement in a format which is easily 
imported into bank reconciliation software (p76, column 2, paragraph 3). It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the Applicant's invention to 
modify the teachings of Cahill to include emailing a bank statement in such a format to 
the user because providing such a formatted document along with the image of the 
check makes it more convenient for the user to archive the check information, which is a 
problem with which Cahill is concerned. 

While "The XML Files" does not disclose where the bank reconciliation software 
is located. Applicant's specification discloses that it is known in the art that bank 
reconciliation software (Quicken) may be located on mobile devices, as well as other 
processing system. Furthermore, it is old and well known in the art that data kept on 
mobile devices such as PDAs may be transferred to a non-mobile device. It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the Applicant's invention to 
modify the teachings of Cahill to include transmitting the received data to another data 
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processing system because it is desirable tliat a user bacl< up important data sucli as 
financial statements. 

Response to Arguments 

6. Applicant's arguments filed February 12, 2008 have been fully considered but 
they are not persuasive. 

Regarding claim 1 , Applicant argues that there is an error in making the 
Hyde/Cahill combination. 

Applicant argues that ATM devices would have no ability to receive a fax, and 
therefore one of ordinary skill in the art would not be motivated to combine the 
references. Furthermore, Applicant argues that there is no reason to fax the scanned 
check image to Hyde's ATM, and would serve no purpose. Examiner respectfully 
disagrees, at least because Applicant appears to have misunderstood the combination 
as cited by the Examiner. 

The combination, as cited by Examiner, involves the check cashing system as 
taught by Hyde combined with the image storage and retrieval system as taught by 
Cahill. Examiner is of the opinion that it would be obvious to combine the image 
storage and retrieval system of Cahill, with the ATM of Hyde. Therefore, in Examiner's 
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combination, tlie system of Caliill is not faxing anytliing to tlie ATM of Hyde. Ratlier, 
tlie ATM incorporates tlie features of tlie Caliill system, and the combination would 
allow faxing of images from the ATM to a user's fax receiving device. Furthermore, the 
Ozaki reference is cited for its teaching that a mobile device can be used as a fax 
receiving device. It would have been obvious to incorporate the features of the Cahill 
system into the ATM of Hyde because the Cahill system is described in terms of 
"placing a plurality of documents in a document imaging machine and forming an 
electronic image of each document... providing at least one user interface device in 
communication on a communication link" (abstract). An ATM machine such as 
described in Hyde is a document imaging machine. Furthermore, the system of Hyde 
has a communication device. It would be obvious to combine the two references at 
least because the results would be predictable, and would function exactly as they had 
functioned before the combination. Examiner notes that KSR forecloses the argument 
that a specific teaching is required for a finding of obviousness {KSR, 1 27 S.Ct. at 1 741 , 
82 USPQ2d at 1396). The combination would have the functionality of the Cahill 
system, in that the system would be able to archive and communicate transaction 
results and document images, and the combination would be in the context of the Hyde 
ATM system. This combination is substantially as claimed in claim 1. 

Regarding claim 5, Applicant argues that the claim is not directed to sending a 
monthly statement, but instead is directed to sending an alert for the transaction. 
Examiner is of the opinion that a monthly statement contains an "alert" for each 
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transaction tliat was completed witliin tlie statement period, and tlierefore "sending an 
alert for the transaction," as recited in claim 5, is anticipated by the statement of what is 
old and well known. Furthermore, while Applicant argues the Examiner has failed to 
show a motivation to combine the references. Examiner again notes that KSR 
forecloses the argument that a specific teaching is required for a finding of obviousness 
{KSR, 127 S.Ct. at 1741, 82 USPQ2d at 1396). The elements of the claimed invention 
were known at the time, the elements of the prior art would perform the same function in 
the combination, and the results are predictable. 

Regarding claims 7, 8, 35, 36, 40, and 41, Examiner again notes that KSR 
forecloses the argument that a specific teaching is required for a finding of obviousness 
{KSR, 127 S.Ct. at 1741, 82 USPQ2d at 1396). 

Regarding claim 2, Applicant argues that the reference "The XML files" makes no 
mention of any import of data into bank reconciliation software. Examiner respectfully 
disagrees. As previously cited, the reference teaches "getting an e-mail message from 
your bank with an XML representation of your bank statement attached... rather than 
having to key 'cleared check and deposit' information into your accounting system bank 
reconciliation software, you could simply import the attached XML file to update your 
files." Examiner is of the opinion that the reference teaches importing the XML file into 
the bank reconciliation software rather than keying in the information. The entirety of 
the reference discusses how XML documents save time because files can be imported 



Application/Control Number: 09/833,347 Page 9 

Art Unit: 3691 

rather than having to l<ey in information. Considering the reference as a whole, and the 
context of the paragraph, it is clear that the "update of files" is within the reconciliation 
software. Again, incorporation of these features would yield predictable results in 
combination. 

Regarding claim 49, considering the argument in relation to claim 2, above, it is 
clear that the information can be forwarded to another system (bank reconciliation 
software), and is therefore taught by the prior art of record. 

Conclusion 

7. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 
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Any inquiry concerning tliis comnnunication or earlier comnnunications from tlie 
examiner sliould be directed to Daniel Kesack whose telephone number is (571)272- 
5882. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F, 9:00am-5:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Alexander Kalinowski can be reached on 571-272-6771 . The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Respectfully Submitted, 
Daniel Kesack 
April 28, 2008 
/D. K./ 

Examiner, Art Unit 3691 

/Hani M. Kazimi/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3691 



